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112TH CONGRESS REPORT " ! HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 1st Session 112–252 

ADVANCING OFFSHORE WIND PRODUCTION ACT 

OCTOBER 14, 2011.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union and ordered to be printed 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington, from the Committee on Natural 
Resources, submitted the following 

R E P O R T 

together with 

DISSENTING VIEWS 

[To accompany H.R. 2173] 

[Including cost estimate of the Congressional Budget Office] 

The Committee on Natural Resources, to whom was referred the 
bill (H.R. 2173) to facilitate the development of offshore wind en-
ergy resources, having considered the same, report favorably there-
on with an amendment and recommend that the bill as amended 
do pass. 

The amendment is as follows: 
Strike all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited at the ‘‘Advancing Offshore Wind Production Act’’. 
SEC. 2. OFFSHORE METEOROLOGICAL SITE TESTING AND MONITORING PROJECTS. 

(a) DEFINITION OF AN OFFSHORE METEOROLOGICAL SITE TESTING AND MONITORING 
PROJECT.—In this section, the term ‘‘offshore meteorological site testing and moni-
toring project’’ means a project carried out on or in the waters of the Outer Conti-
nental Shelf administered by the Department of the Interior to test or monitor 
weather (including wind, tidal, current, and solar energy) using towers, buoys, or 
other temporary ocean infrastructure, that— 

(1) causes— 
(A) less than 1 acre of surface or seafloor disruption at the location of 

each meteorological tower or other device; and 
(B) not more than 5 acres of surface or seafloor disruption within the pro-

posed area affected by for the project (including hazards to navigation); 
(2) is decommissioned not more than 5 years after the date of commencement 

of the project, including— 
(A) removal of towers, buoys, or other temporary ocean infrastructure 

from the project site; and 
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(B) restoration of the project site to approximately the original condition 
of the site; and 

(3) provides meteorological information obtained by the project to the Sec-
retary of the Interior. 

(b) OFFSHORE METEOROLOGICAL PROJECT PERMITTING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the Interior shall by regulation require 

that any applicant seeking to conduct an offshore meteorological site testing and 
monitoring project on the outer Continental Shelf (as that term is defined in 
the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act (43 U.S.C. 1331 et seq.)) must obtain 
a permit and right of way for the project in accordance with this subsection. 

(2) PERMIT AND RIGHT OF WAY TIMELINE AND CONDITIONS.— 
(A) DEADLINE FOR APPROVAL.—The Secretary shall decide whether to 

issue a permit and right of way for an offshore meteorological site testing 
and monitoring project within 30 days after receiving an application. 

(B) PUBLIC COMMENT AND CONSULTATION.—During the period referred to 
in subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall— 

(i) provide an opportunity for submission of comments by the public; 
and 

(ii) consult with the Secretary of Defense, the Commandant of the 
Coast Guard, and the heads of other Federal, State, and local agencies 
that would be affected by issuance of the permit and right of way. 

(C) DENIAL OF PERMIT; OPPORTUNITY TO REMEDY DEFICIENCIES.—If the ap-
plication is denied, the Secretary shall provide the applicant— 

(i) in writing, clear and comprehensive reasons why the application 
was not approved and detailed information concerning any deficiencies 
in the application; and 

(ii) an opportunity to remedy such deficiencies. 
(c) NEPA EXCLUSION.—Section 102(2)(C) of the National Environmental Policy 

Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)(C)) shall not apply with respect to an offshore mete-
orological site testing and monitoring project. 

(d) PROTECTION OF INFORMATION.—The information provided to the Secretary of 
the Interior pursuant to subsection (a)(3) shall be treated by the Secretary as propri-
etary information and protected against disclosure. 

PURPOSE OF THE BILL 

The purpose of H.R. 2173, as ordered reported, is to facilitate the 
development of offshore wind energy resources. 

BACKGROUND AND NEED FOR LEGISLATION 

The Advancing Offshore Wind Production Act (H.R. 2173) facili-
tates the development of offshore wind power by streamlining the 
process for the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management, Regulation, 
and Enforcement to develop offshore wind power. The legislation 
would waive Section 102(2)(C) of the National Environmental Pol-
icy Act (NEPA, 42 U.S.C. 4332(2)(C)) for temporary meteorological 
towers that cause less than five acres of disturbance, are removed 
within five years of the completion of the project and are installed 
to test the viability of an area for potential wind power. This could 
shorten the permitting process for installing an offshore wind 
project by at least two years. 

Obtaining the necessary permits and licenses for an offshore 
wind farm is a process that spans multiple agencies and potential 
stumbling blocks and is estimated to take seven years. While the 
Cape Wind project received approval in April 2011 to begin con-
struction off the coast of Cape Cod in Nantucket Sound, it was a 
ten year process that was subject to numerous bureaucratic delays 
and red tape. 

Under the National Offshore Wind Strategy, the Department of 
Energy is pursuing a scenario that includes deployment of 10 
gigawatts of offshore wind generating capacity by 2020 and 54 
gigawatts by 2030. Those scenarios include development in both 
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federal and state offshore areas, including along the Atlantic, Pa-
cific and Gulf coasts as well as in Great Lakes and Hawaiian 
waters. Those levels of development will require an expedited per-
mitting process and the removal of obstacles to meet those goals. 

Because of the long duration from inception to construction, a 
great deal of uncertainty surrounds offshore wind projects. The 
electricity market, for one, can shift greatly over the course of 
seven years. Lawsuits can also be brought against the project 
which could further delay completion or even stop the project. Fi-
nally, policies favorable to offshore wind that may currently exist 
could very well be discontinued by the time a project comes to fru-
ition. Although uncertainty is not prohibitive in and of itself, its 
combination with large capital costs for offshore wind makes any 
endeavor a risky proposition. Cape Wind, for instance, is projected 
to cost $2.5 billion excluding financing costs, while other projects 
range between hundreds of millions of dollars to billions of dollars 
depending on their capacity. Unplanned delays, such as lawsuits, 
drive costs up even further, not to mention the construction of nec-
essary transmission infrastructure associated with the offshore 
generation of energy by wind. 

This type of regulatory uncertainty discourages developers from 
investing. Furthermore, it significantly delays this homegrown 
American energy from getting to American consumers, sometimes 
by several years. Streamlining the permitting process will enable 
offshore wind projects to begin construction within a shorter time 
frame and allow for quicker production of energy for American con-
sumers. 

COMMITTEE ACTION 

H.R. 2173 was introduced on June 14, 2011, by Congressman 
Rob Wittman (R–VA). The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Natural Resources, and within the Committee to the Subcommittee 
on Energy and Mineral Resources. On June 23, 2011, the Sub-
committee on Energy and Mineral Resources held a hearing on the 
bill. On July 13, 2011, the Natural Resources Committee met to 
consider the bill. The Subcommittee on Energy and Mineral Re-
sources was discharged by unanimous consent. Congressman Rob 
Wittman (R–VA) offered an amendment; the amendment was 
adopted by voice vote. Congresswoman Colleen Hanabusa (D–HI) 
offered an amendment designated .002; the amendment was not 
adopted by a bipartisan roll call vote of 16–25, as follows: 
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Congresswoman Niki Tsongas (D–MA) offered amendment des-
ignated .003; the amendment was not adopted by a bipartisan roll 
call vote of 17–25, as follows: 
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The bill, as amended, was then ordered favorably reported to the 
House of Representatives by a bipartisan roll call vote of 24–18, as 
follows: 
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SECTION-BY-SECTION ANALYSIS 

Section 1. Short title 
This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Advancing Offshore Wind Produc-

tion Act.’’ 

Section 2. Offshore meteorological site testing and monitoring 
projects 

The Secretary of the Interior should decide within 30 days of re-
ceiving a permit application whether to approve a permit for a me-
teorological testing project. During that period the Secretary shall 
accept public comment and consult with the Secretary of Defense, 
the Commandant of the Coast Guard and heads of affected Federal, 
State, and local agencies. If the application is denied, the applicant 
will receive a notice in writing and an opportunity to remedy any 
deficiencies. Section 102(2)(C) of the National Environmental Policy 
Act shall not apply to an offshore meteorological testing project as 
defined in this section. Any information provided to the Secretary 
of the Interior as a result of the project will be treated as propri-
etary information. 

COMMITTEE OVERSIGHT FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Regarding clause 2(b)(1) of rule X and clause 3(c)(1) of rule XIII 
of the Rules of the House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Natural Resources’ oversight findings and recommendations are re-
flected in the body of this report. 

COMPLIANCE WITH HOUSE RULE XIII 

1. Cost of Legislation. Clause 3(d)(1) of rule XIII of the Rules of 
the House of Representatives requires an estimate and a compari-
son by the Committee of the costs which would be incurred in car-
rying out this bill. However, clause 3(d)(2)(B) of that rule provides 
that this requirement does not apply when the Committee has in-
cluded in its report a timely submitted cost estimate of the bill pre-
pared by the Director of the Congressional Budget Office under sec-
tion 402 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974. Under clause 
3(c)(3) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House of Representatives and 
section 403 of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, the Com-
mittee has received the following cost estimate for this bill from the 
Director of the Congressional Budget Office: 

H.R. 2173—Advancing Offshore Wind Production Act 
H.R. 2173 would exempt certain weather testing and monitoring 

activities on the Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) from compliance 
with provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 
Based on information from the Bureau of Ocean Energy Manage-
ment, Regulation, and Enforcement (BOEMRE), CBO estimates 
that implementing the legislation would have no significant impact 
on the federal budget. Enacting H.R. 2173 would not affect direct 
spending or revenues; therefore, pay-as-you-go procedures do not 
apply. 

Under the bill, environmental impact reviews under NEPA would 
not be required for weather testing and monitoring activities on the 
OCS that meet certain requirements related to the duration of the 
activities, the amount of seafloor or water surface disturbed, and 
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the restoration of the project site. The bill also would establish a 
permitting process for such activities and require BOEMRE to act 
on permit applications within 30 days. Based on information pro-
vided by the agency, CBO expects that implementing the legisla-
tion could affect the workload of certain BOEMRE offices; however, 
we estimate that the budgetary impact of any such effects would 
be negligible. 

H.R. 2173 contains no intergovernmental or private-sector man-
dates as defined in the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act and would 
impose no costs on State, local, or tribal governments. 

The CBO staff contact for this estimate is Jeff LaFave. The esti-
mate was approved by Theresa Gullo, Deputy Assistant Director 
for Budget Analysis. 

2. Section 308(a) of Congressional Budget Act. As required by 
clause 3(c)(2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives and section 308(a) of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, 
this bill does not contain any new budget authority, spending au-
thority, credit authority, or an increase or decrease in revenues or 
tax expenditures. CBO estimates that implementing the legislation 
would have no significant impact on the federal budget. Enacting 
H.R. 2173 would not affect direct spending or revenues; therefore, 
pay-as-you-go procedures do not apply. 

3. General Performance Goals and Objectives. This bill does not 
authorize funding and therefore, clause 3(c)(4) of rule XIII of the 
Rules of the House of Representatives does not apply. 

EARMARK STATEMENT 

This bill does not contain any Congressional earmarks, limited 
tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits as defined under clause 9(e), 
9(f), and 9(g) of rule XXI of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives. 

COMPLIANCE WITH PUBLIC LAW 104–4 

This bill contains no unfunded mandates. 

PREEMPTION OF STATE, LOCAL OR TRIBAL LAW 

This bill is not intended to preempt any State, local or tribal law. 

CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 

If enacted, this bill would make no changes in existing law. 
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DISSENTING VIEWS 

We oppose H.R. 2173 because it would establish a burdensome 
new permitting scheme that would unduly complicate the process 
for obtaining a lease to construct an offshore meteorological testing 
facility. The bill would also exempt certain testing offshore mete-
orological testing facilities from any review under the National En-
vironmental Policy Act (NEPA) despite the potential impacts off-
shore facilities can have on military training activities, aviation op-
erations, the laying of underwater telecommunication cables, and 
fisheries resources. The Majority asserts that this bill is good for 
offshore wind energy development because it is endorsed by the 
National Ocean Industries Association. Yet, as the letter plainly 
states, the organization’s members are primarily focused on off-
shore oil and gas production, not offshore wind development. H.R. 
2173 is not endorsed by the Offshore Wind Development Coalition. 

The bill demonstrates a fundamental misunderstanding of the 
needs of the offshore renewable energy industry, as evident in the 
approach to restructuring how the Bureau of Ocean Energy Man-
agement, Regulation, and Enforcement (BOEMRE) reviews and ap-
proves projects on the outer continental shelf. Currently, an off-
shore wind energy developer receives permission to build a mete-
orological tower as part of its larger lease application to construct 
a wind farm. This is desirable from an industry perspective be-
cause a developer would never want to spend millions of dollars 
constructing a weather tower on the outer continental shelf (OCS) 
unless the company had certainty that it could also develop a wind 
farm on that same parcel. The industry expressed this in its writ-
ten statement for record when the committee held the legislative 
hearing on this bill. BOEMRE does not currently offer companies 
a ‘‘permit and right of way’’ to build offshore meteorological towers 
or wind farms, and developers have not shown any interest in ob-
taining them. Yet this is what the bill proposes. 

Under H.R. 2173, BOEMRE will have to create a new permitting 
scheme to build these weather testing facilities and they would 
have to be torn down within 5 years. Underscoring the absurdity 
of the new permitting mandate in H.R. 2173, the offshore wind en-
ergy industry does not want to install short term testing facilities 
for only five years. Installing a meteorological tower on the OCS is 
an expensive and complex construction project, and an offshore 
wind developer would prefer leaving the meteorological tower in 
place for the full operating life of the wind farm, rather than tear-
ing it down after 5 years. This was also expressed in the industry’s 
statement for the hearing record. 

Here again, the bill’s proponents incorrectly identify NEPA as 
the roadblock to the development of offshore renewable energy. 
NEPA provides a valuable procedural framework for evaluating the 
potential impacts of a proposed project, and it serves as one of the 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:39 Oct 18, 2011 Jkt 019006 PO 00000 Frm 00011 Fmt 6604 Sfmt 6604 E:\HR\OC\HR252.XXX HR252S
M

A
R

T
IN

E
Z

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 R
E

P
O

R
T

S



12 

most effective means of coordinating interagency consultations, 
consultations with States, and consultations with local commu-
nities. BOEMRE possesses the statutory authority to utilize the 
categorical exemption process for projects that it has determined do 
not cause significant impacts. We recognize that offshore testing fa-
cilities are still a relatively new technology, and that because of 
this, some environmental review is appropriate. Currently, 
BOEMRE envisions a one year process for reviewing meteorological 
testing facilities under NEPA. Eventually, a categorical exclusion 
may be appropriate for such facilities, once BOEMRE has had time 
to evaluate whether any of these facilities have caused significant 
environmental impacts. But waiving NEPA altogether, which is 
what H.R. 2173 does, is not responsible and will lead to BOEMRE 
rejecting more project applications. 

Under H.R. 2173, BOEMRE must make a final decision on an 
application for an offshore meteorological tower and complete all 
consultations within 30 days, including reviews under Endangered 
Species Act, Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Manage-
ment Act, National Historic Preservation Act, National Marine 
Sanctuaries Act, Marine Mammal Protection Act, and Coastal Zone 
Management Act. This is not realistic. In addition, during this 
short time period BOEMRE would have to consult with the Navy 
on whether a facility would interfere with critical military training 
activities. The Navy has expressed concerns about the bill in formal 
written comments. They must consult with the Federal Commu-
nications Commission on whether the siting of a facility might com-
promise a vital telecommunications cable. They must consult with 
the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), which is required to 
conduct an independent hazard analysis of proposed meteorological 
towers and wind farms prior to construction under 49 § U.S.C. 
44718. The FAA has also expressed concerns about the bill. Since 
BOEMRE has no authority to compel any of these independent 
agencies to expedite their own reviews, H.R. 2173 ensures that con-
sultations are an empty exercise if they occur at all. 

During the mark-up of this bill, an amendment was offered by 
Representative Hanabusa that would have required the Secretary 
of Interior to complete its consultations with the FAA notwith-
standing the arbitrary 30 day deadline imposed by H.R. 2173. The 
amendment was defeated 25–16, with virtually all Republicans op-
posing. An amendment was offered by Representative Tsongas that 
would have required the Secretary of Interior to complete its con-
sultations with the Secretary of Defense to ensure that critical 
military training activities are not impacted by the siting of renew-
able energy testing facilities. Arguing that impacts to military 
training activities from the siting of a renewable energy facility are 
only a possibility, and not a certainty, the Majority defeated this 
amendment 25–16, with virtually all Republicans opposing. 

H.R. 2173 is unnecessarily burdensome and fails to address the 
real needs of the offshore renewable energy industry in facilitating 
the deployment of renewable energy on the outer continental shelf. 
The renewable energy industry has not suggested this solution and 
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does not support the legislation. It has the potential to interfere 
with the activities of other key agencies, including the Navy, the 
FAA, and the FCC. We oppose it. 

EDWARD J. MARKEY. 
GREGORIO KILILI CAMACHO 

SABLAN. 
COLLEEN W. HANABUSA. 
RUSH HOLT. 
GRACE F. NAPOLITANO. 
NIKI TSONGAS. 
FRANK PALLONE, JR. 
MADELEINE Z. BORDALLO. 
BETTY SUTTON. 
BEN R. LUJÁN. 
RAÚL M. GRIJALVA. 
JOHN GARAMENDI. 

Æ 

VerDate Mar 15 2010 02:39 Oct 18, 2011 Jkt 019006 PO 00000 Frm 00013 Fmt 6604 Sfmt 6611 E:\HR\OC\HR252.XXX HR252S
M

A
R

T
IN

E
Z

 o
n 

D
S

K
6T

P
T

V
N

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 R
E

P
O

R
T

S



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /OK
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Impact
    /LucidaConsole
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata pogodnih za pouzdani prikaz i ispis poslovnih dokumenata koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


		Superintendent of Documents
	2012-02-06T22:53:25-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




